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lEditors, in N sote t@ Carteer Assall

Pehcy on C 1 A

U se m Renerters

e
By DEI RDRE CARMODY

The Amencan Societ\:} of Newsparer

. Editors has written a letter to President

: Carter, axpressing concern over his posi-| .

 tion on the use of American Journahsts by
[ the Central Intelligence Agency.. - » =%

The letter, dated April 18 and’ made

public by the society for publication

today, referred specifically  to remarks

made by Adm. Stansfield- Tumner, the Di-

rectoe.of Central Intemgence, whenhe|

addressed the organization’s convention
i in Washington Apnl 10. Admiral - Turner
v i told the editors that he would not hesitate
“to recrult journalists as agents in given
situaticns if he felt that it was in the na-
tional interest to do 30, The President
‘said latar that he supported the director’s
posmon. R UL TATRRNERDIN g
. Admiral Tumer's comments rexdndled
a controversy that had been thought laid
to rest in 1978 when George Bush, then Di-
rector of Central Intelligence, announced
that the agency would no longer enter
into paid relationships with part-txme or
full-time hews correspondents aceredited
_by any American news organizations.
The {ollowing year the intelligence
"agency, under Admiral Turner, restated

" the prohibition on the use of jcumalxsts

but added that exceptions could be made
with the specitic approval of the director.

This proviso went unnoticed by many ob-
servers in the press, who thought that the
ban on using Joumalists as aoents was
stillin effect.. .

CredibHity ot 3 ournallsts

‘The letter to the President was signed
by Thormas Winship, editor of The Boston
Globe and president of the natlonal edi-
tors’ group, and Charles W. Bailey, presi-
‘dent of the group’s.Freedom of Informa-
tion Cornmittee. and editor of The Min-
neapolis Tribune, Itsaids T s et
" s Atissue in this matter, we belleve is
not merely the ability of American jour-
nalists to operate effectively, but the
credibility of the American press at home

and abroad — and in some cas&s t.he
physncal safety of correspondents. - .";
+"We believe the Administration simply

- does not understand why we are sO con-
‘cerned about this: If our concern were

fully understood, we believe, the policy

- would surely be different. We would ap-
‘preciate an opportunity to- d;_scxms this

matter with you personally.” :

: For many editors, one of the most trou-
blesome aspects of Admiral Turner's re-
marks to the society was his evident mis-
understand'mg of how the press felt on the
issue. At one point, he called the editors
“naive” and suggested that journalists
should consider it an honor to be asked to
serve thelr country. He said he thought
most - journalists . wouid be “pamotxc
enough todo this.”’ ]

Protests in :,dltorlals

A number of editorials on the subject
have appeared in newspapers around the
country. The Wichita, Kansas, Eagle, in
an editorial titled “*Memo to Stansfield
Turner,” said: ‘“One thing that sets the
American press apart irom many of its
counterparts elsewhere is that it is free,
not only from government control, as pre-
scribed by the Constitution, but also from
government influence. The latter is even
more sinister than the former, and it is
because the press in s0 many nations does
work closely with the government in
power that American news people are so
often suspect when they go abroad. B

“You correctly said that it would be
‘naive’ to think foreign governments re-
gard United States journalists as being
above reproach. But that hardly means
you should confirm those governments’
worst fears by revealing that the C.I.A.
does mdeed ask ;oumalnsta to spy ’or iton
occa'sic.n DI iAo aEeak AR gy ...,,%

A spoxesman for the WTute House ac-
}mowledged receipt by the President of
the society sletter, but sa.xd 1t had not yet

responded to it. o
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